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Communicatio

PLANNING COMMISSION 3/25/14
My name is Stuart Harry Hersh, and like most in Austin, | rent.

At your 2/25/14 meeting, | asked you to hear my proposed code amendment on repairs to substandard
and dangerous buildings before the City Council conducts its hearing. Your approved minutes (attached)
reflect that Commissioners Hernandez and Nortey asked this to be on a future Codes and Ordinances
Subcommittee agenda.

At the 3/18/14 Codes and Ordinance Subcommittee meeting, the Assistant City Attorney ruled that the
agenda posting language did not allow this request to be heard. It is also my understanding that no
request for the Affordability Impact Statement required by Ordinance 20071129-100 (attached) prior to
Commission or Committee action or hearing has been made.

So | request one more time that NHCD be asked to prepare the required Affordability Impact Statement
before the next Codes and Ordinances Committee meeting, and that the agenda posting allow for action
on the 25-1-365 amendment | have proposed.

Finally, | ask that the Committee agenda include language that a quorum of the Planning Commission
may be present since five (5) voting members names are listed on the Codes and Ordinances
subcommittee agenda and their presence could arguably constitute a violation of Open Meetings
requirements if the additional posting language is not added.

Respectfully

Stuart Harry Hersh shersh@austin.rr.com 512-587-5093







PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING
MINUTES February 25, 2014

The Planning Commission convened in a regular meeting on February 25, 2014 @ 301 W. 2™
Street, Austin, Texas 78701

Chair Dave Anderson called the Board Meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

Board Members in Attendance:

Dave Anderson — Chair

Danette Chimenti

Richard Hatfield

Alfonso Hernandez

James Nortey

Stephen Oliver

Brian Roark Jeff Jack — Ex-Officio Member

Myron Smith Howard Lazarus — Ex-Officic Member
Jean Stevens

EXECUTIVE SESSION (No public discussion)

The Planning Commission will announce it will go into Executive Session, if necessary, pursuant
to Chapter 551 of the Texas Government Code, to receive advice from Legal Counsel on matters
specifically listed on this agenda. The commission may not conduct a closed meeting without the
approval of the city attorney.

Private Consultation with Attorney — Section 551.071

A. CITIZEN COMMUNICATION: GENERAL

Robin Matthews — Land parcel across from Cunningham Elementary School - Concerns of traffic issues
and request that this tract not be zoned with high density.

Stuart Hersh — Substandard and dangerous properties; Request that Planning Commission hear this issue
again before City Council; Request by Commissioner Alfonso Hernandez and James Nortey to have
this item on a future Codes & Ordinances Committee agenda.






PART 4. Affordability impact statements shall be prepared in accordance with this part.

(4)

(B)

©

(D)

A City department may not propose a change to an ordinance, rule, or process
that impacts housing affordability unless the City’s Neighborhood Housing and
Community Development Department (NHCD) has prepared an affordability
impact statement for the proposed regulation before the initiation of external
stakeholder discussion.

If an affordability impact statement shows a negative impact on housing
affordability, the proposed change may only go forward upon approval by the
city manager.

A City board, commission, or subcommittee may offer recommendations to the
city council on issues affecting housing affordability only after NHCD has
prepared an affordability impact statement.

An affordability impact statement is not required for council adoption of
annexations, budgets, or budget amendments except for those that increase
development fees that impact housing affordability that are not otherwise
waived.

PART 5. The City’s Neighborhood Housing and Community Development Department
is charged as the lead department on housing policy and the single point of contact to
facilitate S.M.A.R.T. Housing development.

PART 6. The City recognizes the role that the Austin Housing Finance Corporation
(AHFC) has regarding S.M.A R.T. Housing development and charges the AHFC with the
responsibilities in this part. All applicable operating agreements between the City and
AHFC shall include the following responsibilities of AHFC regarding S.M.A.R.T.
Housing:

(A) AHFC is charged as the lead agency to foster partnerships with neighborhoods

(B)

and the home building industry in order to develop, finance, rehabilitate,
relocate, and operate S.M.A.R.T. Housing in the City.

AHFC shall verify that all AHFC financed developments comply with all
S.M.A.R.T. Housing standards.
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TO:

FROM:
DATE:
RE:

MEMORANDUM

Dave Anderson, Chair
Members of the Planning Commission

Greg Guermnsey, Director
March 24, 2014

South Austin Combined Neighborhood Plan
Case #s: NP-2013-0030, C14-2014-0017 {Westgate), C14-2014-0018 (South Manchacaj,
C14-2014-0019 {Garrison Park)

Three neighborhood associations have requested postponement of the Planning Commiission
hearing for the South Austin Combined Neighborhood Plan. Although the majority of
participants support the overall process and draft neighborhood plan, some participants and
other residents have raised concerns about the Special Use Infill Options. Staff supports the
Southwood, Southern Oaks, and Western Trails neighborhood associations’ requests to postpone
the public hearing and proposes postponing the public hearing uniil April 8.

Staff will schedule a public meeting for the evening of April 3 to address outstanding concems
regarding the infill options, provide additional information, and may modify the application of
proposed infill options as needed. Staff has been in contact with neighborhood association
leaders from Southwood, Southern Qaks, and Western Trails and will continue to work with the
neighborhood associations to reach a resolution.

The results of the public meeting on April 3 wiill be used to inform any changes to the draft
neighborhood plan and Special Use Infill Options proposed for Westgate (C14-2014-0017), South
Manchaca (C14-2014-0018), and Garrison Park (C14-2014-0019) planning areas. If the public
meeting on April 3 does not resolve concerns regarding the adoption of infill options, staff may
postpone the Planning Commission hearing beyond April 8 and schedule additional meetings.

vernsey, AICP, Director

Planning and Development Review Department
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PLANNING COMMISSION COMMENT FORM

File #s: C14-2014-0017; C14-2014-0018; C14-2014-0019
Planning Commission Hearing Date: Tuesday, March 25,2014

Comments: 7z FlprosEo CPLAY U/ cid telcRCOTE Loe /I TROGOE S000

=3 Tt & AT 5= psc;" e /ET

APvaccrsr 70 e 2ricst .fmﬂ-sgq Weige 0 B¢ JevlidSP griP oRes NarS&

ArD BLTEETATIONS WH ) BE GreslisS@OyesD,

You may also send your written comments to the Planning and Development Review Department, P.O.
Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-8835 Attn: Francis Reilly

Name (please print) _ Wietynse B IP) 72résre. O Iam in favor
(Estoy de acuerdo)
Address _<6a £ /Zovssnvn 7720 B Iobject

(No estoy de acuerdo)




INFORMACION TOCANTE LAS AUDIENCIAS PUBLICAS

EL DEPARTAMENTO DE PLANIFICACION HA REGISTRADO UNA SOLICITUD PARA HACER UN CAMBIO DE ZONA,
PARA LLEVAR A CABO UN PLAN DEL VECINDARIO. SEGUN LOS REGLAMENTOS DE LA CIUDAD TODOS LOS
PROPIETARIOS, ORGANIZACIONES Y DOMICILIOS UBICADOS DENTRO DE 500 PIES DEL SITIO DEL CUAL EL
DEPARTAMENTO DE PLANIFICACION DEBERAN SER NOTIFICADOS.

ESTA SOLICITUD PARA CAMBIAR LA ZONA SE REPASARA, Y LA DECISION SE HARA EN DOS AUDIENCIAS
PUBLICAS: PRIMERO ANTE LA COMISION DE PLANIFICACION, Y LUEGO ANTE EL CONSEJO DE LA CIUDAD, EN
LAS FECHAS Y HORAS INDICADAS. LA COMISION DE PLANIFICACION SE COMPONE DE NUEVE (9)
COMISIONADOS DE PLANIFICACION, NOMBRADOS POR EL CONSEIO DE LA CIUDAD. DESPUES DE LA
AUDIENCIA PUBLICA, LA COMISION REPASA Y EVALUA LAS RECOMENDACIONES DEL PERSONAL DE LA
CIUDAD, JUNTO CON LOS COMENTARIOS DEL PUBLICO, PARA LUEGO TRANSMITIR SU PROPIA
RECOMENDACION SOBRE LA SOLICITUD DE CAMBIAR LA ZONA, AL CONSEIO DE LA CIUDAD.

SI TIENE USTED ALGUNA PREGUNTA SOBRE EL CAMBIO DE ZONAS EN ESTE CASO, POR FAVOR COMUNIQUESE
CON LA PERSONA INDICADA COMO ADMINISTRADOR DEL CASO. SI USTED DESEA EXPRESAR SU APOYO U
OPOSICION A ESTA SOLICITUD, PUEDE HACERLO DE VARIAS MANERAS:

® ASISTIENDO A LA AUDIENCIA DE LA COMISION DE PLANIFICACION, Y EXPRESANDO SU OPINION EN LA
AUDIENCIA




C-27

CENTRAL CORRIDOR HIGH-CAPACITY
TRANSIT STUDY

Austin Planning Commission Briefing
March 25, 2014

projectconnect

central corridor
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Central Corridor
Work Plan Phases

Decision-Making Process

* Phase 1: Select Priority Sub-
Corridor
— ‘Where are we going...next?’

* Phase 2: Select Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA)

— ‘How will we get there?’
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Decision-Making Process
* Phase 2: Select Locally Preferred Alternative

Phase 2 Work Plan & Schedule

Current
( LPA) Progress
s % orriao g APa A C 0 13
2013 014
6 Y 8 9 10 | 11 | 12
Dec | Jan | Feb | Ma | Apr | May | Jun
o Task9 |Project Purpose
o Step 4: Identify
2 Preliminary Task 10 |Process - Methodology & Criteria
@ -~ O
o E Alternatives Task 14 |'dentify & Screen Preliminary Alternatives - Service,
& =7 Mode & Alignment ool |
2835 Step 5: Define Final | .o 15 [Define Final Atternatives - Mode & Alignment
= = £ Alternatives
g & Spie: Ev?luate Task 13 |Evaluate Final Alternatives
o1 3 Alternatives
Q
g Task 14 |Select Draft Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)
3 Step 7: Select LPA
Decision i
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Phase 2 Evaluation Process

January February March April May June

Service
=
[
Mode =1 | Yk /w>
< L e ¥ e
&
Alignment
Qualitative Quantitative Quantitative
Meet Purpose? Best Meets Purpose? Competitiveness/
e * Demographics *Ridership Benefits?
Sctvities « Destinations *Detailed Costs - Economic Impacts
* Logical Termini *Stations * Prelim FTA Rating
*Technical Feasibility * FTA Criteria

* Maintenance Facility

@ projectconnect
cantral corridor
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Preliminary Alternatives:
Screening Results
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Mode Screening Process

O

e Public Input

— Preliminary mode alternatives a function of public
input (e.g. gondola)

— General agreement on modes considered

— Added evaluation of Personal Rapid Transit (as
part of automated guideway)

* Two Tier Screening Process
1. Service Profile

2. Mode Characteristics




ONHI03 (rua

J108uuo0008/0idd

S1GIXO 101 a|qixa] $597

(1nonuiseqju]/sumes ueqin sunsix3 yum) Aljignedwo)

paseyq 3|qemaudy 10 aAleUId)|Y paseg jan4 [1SS04
) A818u3
Jueljdwos espawy Ang Jueldwo) esuswy Ang Jo0N
U3A0Ad uaroadun
SO ASoj0uyoal
000'S2< 00c..
lley Aresy sng |e207

00%°C 01 008°T

puewaq JNoH Yes

saljsia)oeieyd apojl



Final Mode Alternatives

* p

Urban Rail Bus Rapid Transit

projecteconnect @

central curridor
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Alignment Screening Process

* Public Input

— Preliminary alignment alternatives a function of public
input (e.g. Rainey)

— Added evaluation of I-35 between Hancock and Highland
* Three Tier Screening Process
1. Service Characteristics

2. Alignment Criteria
* Mobility and Connectivity
* Compatibility with Plans
* Technical Feasibility

3. Logical Connections
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Lady Bird Lake Area

Eliminated:

Congress, South 1st
and [-35 Frontage

— Reliability and Speed |-%

Red River

— ROW

Rainey and East
Avenue

— ROW and Traffic

Passed:

Trinity
~ Ranks highest in
most criteria

— Tunnel and bridge
options to be
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Campus Area

w <
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* San Jacintoscores | _,nwe€" (L) ’ “EETo
very well in most A
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: . . ATH s
« Consistent with UT | - * 3 &
Campus Master % 23RD 2
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Final Alternatives
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Stations

Terminus:|

.
3l T

Proposed station
locations

Additional
locations under
review

Three sections in
detail:
e East Riverside
 Downtown to UT
e Hancock to
Highland

projectconnect

cantrul corridor
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Stations

Downtown

through UT
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Typical Section

Considerations
— ROW width — Other modes
— Guideway requirements  _ Parking
— Operations — Driveways
— At grade, elevated, — Ftc
tunnel ;

*Guideway considerations and station platforms are virtually the
same for both modes

t 120”7 EXIST R/W .
L =
| 5y L L& =2 s aclel = |
' we TH wB TH HCT GUIDEwWAY EB TH [ EB TH ANGLED !
' PKGC l
i $§ |1 t| 1 i
! : L . :
[ (#0 ] b H |
] []

ey 'F

SIDEWALK SIDEWALK
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Lady Bird Lake Crossing

O
Bridge Option
E At-grade ;
isting ground profile At-grade
statlon
At-grade station

statlon -

At- grad're | AN

0 G e
station. i "yl ) ot g T e J
SRR |
HO N
5 S
@ =
3= o e e
] - - 7] n
[T © 7] =
v S S
= @ S N LD
o o = = -

* Rough order-of-magnitude cost for Urban Rail $175M (East Riverside to 15t
St.)
« $75M for signature bridge
« $100M for at-grade section (Cesar Chavez to 15t St. )
» BRT ~25% - 30% less
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Lady Bird Lake Crossing

D
Short Tunnel Option
ioti ¢ At-grade
Eliminates traffic impact Existing ground profile st afi on At-grade
at Cesar Chavez At-grade _ :
i | - | - TP station
At-grade =\ station__ Nl " e R e e
station PRSP | e 0N ) : e il ‘-- -
- : Laf;;f:rtff ’_;--.-.- i 1 4 :
"‘ig: - Al x :
Rl
ok Sl R
Fe. 4 %
X Tunnel Profile o
2 5 3
wn e et vl
2 3 o s s
(= (S = S =

* Rough order-of-magnitude cost for Urban Rail $240M (East Riverside to
15t St.)
e $175M for tunnel
« $65M for at-grade section (4t St. to 15t St.)
* BRT ~15% - 25% less

projectconnect
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Ongoing Considerations: System Connectivity

* MetroRail Red Line

— Downtown Station improvements

— Impacts of additional station at Hancock or Airport Blvd.
* E-W through downtown

— 4% G, transit mall

— Seaholm/LSTAR/Amtrak
* Future connections

— Next tier sub-corridors (Lamar, Mueller, East Austin)
— Other sub-corridors

@ projectconnect @
cantrul cotridor
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Next Steps

 Define Final Alternatives

— Typical Sections (side vs center), Stop
Locations, Grade Separation needs

— Quantities/Cost Estimates

— Operating Plan - peak/off-peak
frequencies, hours/days of operation,
fleet size

— Maintenance Facility Needs
* Develop Evaluation Methodology

* Begin Evaluation of Final Alternatives X

@ projectconnect
cantral corrldor
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